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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This office action is response to communication filed on 8/25/2009. 



2. 



Claims 1 and 3-20 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 101 



3. Claims 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 USC 101 because the establishing step is 
not central to the purpose of the method, therefore is insignificant extra-solution activity. 
Applicant is advised to insert a computer in the creating step to overcome this rejection. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 , 3-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Haitsuka et al. (6,847,992 hereinafter Haitsuka) in view of Gatto (7,539,637 hereinafter 
Gatto). 

With respect to claim 1 , Haitsuka further teaches a method of analyzing Online 
advertising information (Abstract). Receiving consumer data from client computers (see 
Figure 7, 720); create a database based on the consumer data wherein the database 
comprises a plurality of hierarchy tables configured to store at least some of the 
consumer data, each hierarchy table comprises at least one fact associated with at least 
one dimension (Figure 7, 720 and col. 18, lines 20-24); receiving user selected values 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 
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from a front end, the front end having a selection area with user selectable values that 
change depending on an initially selected value (i.e. sponsor define certain criteria so 
therefore the relevant (value) records change according to the sponsor defined 
criteria)(Figure 8, 820); extracting data from the database based on the user selected 
values (Figure 8, 835). 

With respect to the newly amended feature of receiving alert conditions from a 
user using the front end, the alert conditions comprising dimensions and facts and 
alerting the user when the consumer data meets the alert conditions. Gatto teaches a 
user defining alert conditions and parameters to enable the system to inform the user of 
the occurrence of events and condition. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have included the teachings 
of Gatto of receiving alert conditions from a user using the front end, the alert conditions 
comprising dimensions and facts and alerting the user when the consumer data meets 
the alert conditions because such a modification would allow the users the choice and 
flexibility of when to receive the consumer's data. 

With respect to claim 3, Haitsuka further teaches the consumer data further 
comprise a number of impression of an advertisement (Figure 6 , 620). 

With respect to claim 4, Haitsuka further teaches that the consumer data further 
comprise a number of click on an advertisement (Figure 6, 720). 
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With respect to claims 13-15, 17 and 20 Haitsuka teaches receiving a plurality of 
selected dimensions of a database from a front end user, the front end having selection 
areas that are driven by tables at the database (i.e. the sponsor identify relevant criteria 
and records of information they want to receive)(Figure 18, 820 and col. 18, lines 20- 
24); extracting data from the hierarchy table to generate extracted data (Figure 8, 835); 
filtering the extracted data using filter parameters received from the front end to 
generate filtered data; and providing the filtered data to a client computer running the 
front end as a report (figure 8, 835 and col. 18, lines 20-24). 

With respect to the newly amended feature of receiving alert conditions from a 
user using the front end, the alert conditions comprising dimensions and facts and 
alerting the user when the consumer data meets the alert conditions. Gatto teaches a 
user defining alert conditions and parameters to enable the system to inform the user of 
the occurrence of events and condition. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have included the teachings 
of Gatto of receiving alert conditions from a user using the front end, the alert conditions 
comprising dimensions and facts and alerting the user when the consumer data meets 
the alert conditions because such a modification would allow the users the choice and 
flexibility of when to receive the consumer's data. 

Claims 1 6 and 1 8-1 9 are rejected under same rationale as claims 2-3 and 11-12 
rejected above. 
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Claim 5 further recites the database comprises Analytical Processing Database 
(OLAP). Official Notice is taken that it is old and well known to use Analytical 
Processing Database to summarize views of business data and is used for reporting, 
analysis, modeling. It would have been obvious in the system of Haitsuka to use 
Analytical Processing Database (OLAP) in order to provide a quick way of slicing and 
dicing the data. 

With respect to claim 6, Haitsuka further teaches a first selection area for 
selecting a first set of values (i.e. sponsor define certain criteria so therefore the 
relevant (value) records change according to the sponsor defined criteria)(Figure 8, 
820). With respect to a second area for selecting a second value from a second set of 
values, the second set of values being automatically provided by the front end in the 
second selection area based on the first value, wherein the first and second values refer 
to values stored in a database. Haitsuka doesn't teach a second set of values being 
automatically provided based on the first value. Official Notice is taken that it is old and 
well known that based on the user entry to automatically provide a second set of values. 
For example, when a user enters that he or she wants to listen to 3 minutes of 
advertisements or the like, the system automatically retrieve from the database a list of 
ads that are for 3 minutes or less from which the user would make a second selection 
from in order to comply with the user request. It would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have included a second 
area for selecting a second value from a second set of values, the second set of values 
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being automatically provided by the front end in the second selection area based on the 
first value, wherein the first and second values refer to values stored in a database in 
order to achieve the above mentioned advantage. 

Claims 7-9 are rejected under same rationale as claim 5 rejected above. 

With respect to claim 10, Haitsuka further teaches consumer data collected by a 
client program in a client computer (Figure 7, 720). 

With respect to claims 11-12 are rejected under same rationale as claims 3-4 
rejected above. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 8/25/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

7. Applicant argues that Haitsuka doesn't teach the terms "relevancy, hierarchy and 
importance" The Examiner disagrees with Applicant because Haitsuka teaches on col. 

1 8, lines 1 4-1 7, "a file that includes a collection of each of the relevant click- 
through" As can be seen by Haitsuka above, the information is stored in a file 
(database) as tables and the file/ database includes each of the relevant click-thorughs 
(hierarchy, order, importance, etc). 
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8. Applicant argues that Haitsuka doesn't teach receiving consumer data from the 
client computers. The Examiner disagrees with Applicant because Haitsuka teaches 
the user's click-throughs is the consumer's data received from user's computer. 

9. Applicant argues that Haitsuka doesn't teach receiving user selected values 
from a front end or interface displaying a selection area that change depending on an 
initially selected value. The Examiner disagrees with Applicant because the claim calls 
for a "user" the user is assumed to be an entity different from the claimed "consumer" of 
lines 3 and 5 of claim 1 and therefore the Examiner is construing the "user" to be the 
OSP server selecting different sorting/values criteria in order to identify the records that 
are relevant depending on the value or criteria searched. The value is the sorting 
criteria selected to be searched in the file or database. 

1 0. Applicant argues that Haitsuka doesn't teach the hieararchy table with all the 
selected dimensions, the Examiner disagrees with Applicant because as stated above, 
Haitsuka teaches hierarchy tables and as far as showing all the dimensions. 
Dimensions merely means a particular quality or character and is taught by Haitsuka 
collection of click-throughs data. 

1 1 . Applicant argues that Haitsuka doesn't teach a number of impressions of an 
advertisement. The Examiner disagrees with Applicant because in Haitsuka step 620 
the client clicks/selects advertisement and receives an impression/appearances/display 
of the advertisements selected. The times that the user selects or the number of times 
that the advertisement is displayed/selected/presented to the user is recorded. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/721 ,1 1 7 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3688 

12. With respect to Applicant's arguments pertaining to the newly amended feature 
of receiving alert conditions from a user using the front end, the alert conditions 
comprising dimensions and facts and alerting the user when the consumer data meets 
the alert conditions, the arguments are moot new grounds of rejection. 

13. With respect to the official notices taken, the Examiner has provided examples of 
the well known facts and Appellant hasn't provided a proper challenge that would at 
least cast reasonable doubt that the known facts weren't known prior to Applicant's 
invention. See MPEP 2144.03. 



Point of contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raquel Alvarez whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6715. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert A. Weinhardt can be reached on (571)272-6633. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Raquel Alvarez/ Raquel Alvarez 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3688 Primary Examiner 
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